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INTRCDUCTION

This report consists of a series of letters which present preliminary
results of an economic study of commercial dairy farms located in the
Central Plain region of New York,

Financial records were obtained by the survey method for 404 farms for
the 12-month period ended April 30, 1964, The cross section sample of 209
farms was supplemented by additional samplings of large farms to give a
total of 404 farms, There were 2,560 farms of this type in the region.

Eleven letters were included in the series, They were senft to
cooperating farmers in the survey and to county agricultural agents, high
school teachers of agriculture, college associates, and other interested
persons, A final report of the study will be published in bulletin form,

Even in a relatively stable industry like dairying many changes are
being made, particularly with respect to size of operation and amount of
mechanization, The series of letters made it possible to report some
results of the study more promptly than the conventional printed bulletin
method, Another worthwhile advantage of the procedure was the stimulation
of ideas about analysis of the data duriﬁg the progress of the study,

The Central Plain region is one of five major regions in New York
in which such study has been made, A gimilar study of this region was

made 10 years earlier,




Letter Number 1

Department of Agricuitural Economics

Cornell University, lhaca, New York

December 1, 1964

DATRY FARMING IN THE CENTRAL PLAIN REGION

To Farmers Visited on
Farm Management Survey:

Your farm was one of some 400
farms visited last summer in the farm
management survey of the Central
plain dairy region, This letter is
the first of a series to report re-
sults of the study as they become a=
vailable, The letters, intended to
show our appreciation £for your co-
operation, will cover a wide range of
topics. These include crops, milk
production, labor force, power and
machinery, investment, income, and
factor=income relationships,

Central Plain, One of 5 major dairy
regions of New York State,this region
embraces the medium and high lime
soils in the westexrn part of the
state, It extends from Erie and
Niagara Counties on the wesgi to On-
ondaga County on the east, Parts of
14 counties are included (see map on
back of this letter). About 2,600
commercial dairy farms and 1,000 part-
time dairy farms, 10 percent of the
state's total,are located in the re-
gion.

This project covering 1963-64 is
a repeat of a study made for 1953-54
of the Central Plain., R. C. Wells,
graduate student, is assisting with
the present study.

Purposes. These are:

¢) To provide guidelines for the
future,

Sampling. For the 1953-54 study, lo-
cations of the farms of the region
were spotted on detailed maps, The
roads were divided into pileces or
segments containing 6 farms each. A
random sample of 150 segments was
used in the original study.These seg-
ments were trevisited in 1964 and
counts were made of the places and
records were obtained for the com~
mercial dairy farms, ‘

For the present study, all farms
selling wilk as of May 1963 were lo-
cated, and the roads were segmented,
In addition to the 150 original sege
ments, farms in other randomly drawn
segments were enumerated to increase
the numbers of large farms needed for
analysis., '

One=third fewer farms. Counts made
of places in the 150 road segments in
1954 and again in 1964 show consider-
able sghift in farming units., About
half of the commercial dairy farmg in
operation in 1954 had dropped out of
such operation by 1964, Some new op-
erations had started up,however, dur-
ing the lO~year period. Consequently,
there were about two-thirds as many
commercial dairy farms in 1964 as in

1954:

a) To describe the physical and

Items Mumber Percent
financial characteristics of
the commercial dairy farms and Farms, May 1954 417 100
their environment, Farms dropped out 196 47
Former farms left 221 53
b) To show changes frowm 1953-54 to New farms 51 12
1963~64, Farms, May 1964 272 65

The New York State Colleges of Agriculture and Home Economics at Cornell University,
County Extension Service Associations, ond the United States Depariment of Agriculiure, Cooperating



Dropouts., More than half of the com~
mercial dairy farms that dropped out
of dairying between 1954 and 1964 bew
came rural vresidences., About one-
fourth continued in commercial farm=
ing other than dairy. Fifteen per=-
cent of them sghifted to part-time
non=dairy farming, but only 3 percent
were in dairy farming on a part-time
basis, The land on these 'dropout!?
farms probably was used by continuing
farm units, since land abandonment is
practically nil in this region,.

Changes in herd size. Changes in the
distribution of commercial dairxyfarms
by size of herd between 1954 and 1964
were indeed striking. Compared with
10 years earlier,-there were markedly
fewer small herds” and wmore large
herds, The proportion of farms in the
group with 6 to 19 cows dropped from
48 percent to 17 percent, A signif-
icant shift was to herds in the 40 to
59 cow range, although still larger
herds also increased in proportion:

Cows Percent of farms
per farm 1954 1964
6 to 1% 48 17
20 to 39 44 51
40 to 59 6 22
60 to 99 1 7
100 or more 1 3

Total 1006 100

Number of records. As a result of re-
surveying the remaining dairy farms
in the original study and adding some
large farms to thé sample,the follow-
ing numbers of records by size of
herd were collected for 1963-64:

at-]

£
A

The rate of sampling was just
under 10 pexcent £for the 2 groups of
smallest size of herds, about 25 per=-
cent for the group of 40 to 59 cows
and 40 and 45 percent in the larger
size of herd groups, respectively,

To describe the region, the data
from these records are weighted, not
by the number of records, but by the
percentage distribution of farms by
gize of herd proups presented in the
preceding section,

Some important shifts in crop
production have taken place in the
region during the decade 1954 to 1964,
These are described in out next let=-
tex,

Yours truly,

L. €. Cunningham
Extension Economist

P.S: If your name or address is not
correct, please let us know. Also if
you would 1like this letter sent to
individual partners or other inter=~
ested persons, send the names and ad~-
dresses.

Cows Number
per farm of records
5 to 19 31
?0 to 39 ‘ 119
40 to 59 149
6O b0-99-. B0 L
. 100 -OT--TOre “g_l
Total 410



Letter Number 2

Department of Agricultural Econemics

Cornell University, lthaca, New Yark

January 6, 1965 3

DAIRY FARMING IN THE CENTRAL PLAIN REGION

Crop Production

To Farmers Visited on
Farm Management Suxrvey:

Your competitive position in
dairying is determined in an impore
tant way by the success of crop and
pasture programs to feed the dairy
herd, The results of our study pro-
vide some bench marks and guides by
which you can judge your own program,
In this discussion, keep in mind the
crop figures are for 1963 with a
growing-~season rainfall somewhat be-
low average and killing frosts in
September but otherwise about normal,

Use of land., The average size of the
commercial dairy farms in the region
was about 260 acres per farm, of
which gsome 160 acres were cropped,
Cropland as defined for this study
means the acreage harvested by man,
Tillable land pastured for the sea-
son, even though cropped in previous
years, is excluded £rom cropland a-
creage and included in pasture acre-
age. The amount of land used for
pasture was surprisingly small, only
27 acres per farm and emphasizes the
shift in the region to bringing feed
to the cows:

especially by operators with large
herds. All of the land operated as
one unit,whether or not it was owmned,
is included as one faym,

Fram 1953 to 1963, the total a-
creage operated per farm increased
from 218 to 263 acres, The expan~-
sion was mostly in cropland; pasture
acreage was cul in balf, but the a-
creage of woods increased,

Use of cropland, Feed crops for dairy
cattle compete strongly with cash
crops for cropland on  commercial
dairy farms in this reglon, with feed
crops having the edge.

The common feed crops { hay,
corn and oats)occupied nearly 75 per-
cent of the cropland. Hayland acre-
age averaged 65 acres per farm,nearly
40 percent of all cropland, Most of
the hayland was harxvested for hay,but
about one acre in 10 was harvested
either as grass silage or greenchop.

Corn for silage or grain was
raised on 22 percent of the crop a-
creage, with silage acreage somewhat
larger than grain,

Fifteen percent of the cropland
was in oats, practically all of which

Land use Acres per farm

Crops 163
Pagture 27
Woods 51
Farmstead and other 22
Total 263

Total acreage ranged £rom 134

acres .. per faxrm with herds of 6 -to-19

was-harvested fe;—graia————Wheaf%&aw&%———————————

12 percent and dry beans 3 percent of
the crop acreage,

COovs to..

of 100 or more cows, Renting of ad-
ditional land was widely practiced,

nearly 750 acres with herds

Jegetablesmwmandmm”

cropsmaccountedmfbrwh.pErcéntuand“theww_mm“”m”_m

80il Bank for 5 percent of the total
crop acreage,

The New York State Colleges of Agriculture and Home Economics at Cornell University,
Ceunty Exfension Service Associations, and the United States Depariment of Agriculture, Cooperating
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Shifts din the relative impor-
tance of different crops in the re-
gion from 1953 to 1963 are signif-
icant, The proportion of the crop
acreage in hayland rose from 32 per-
cent to 39 percent, Hayland harvest=-
ed as grass silage was unchanged in
importance ~ 2 percent of the crop-
land in both years, but greenchop
came into practice in a gignificant
way.,

Corn for silage increased in
relative importance from 8 percent of
the crop area to 12 percent, but corn
for grain was unchanged ~ 10 percent
in both years,

Wheat, dry beans and vegetable
crops declined in importance, thus
releasing land for expansion of hay
and corn for silage, as well as for
cropland in the Soil Bank:

Percent of
total cropland

Crop 1953 1963
Hayland 32 39
Corn, silage 8 12
Corn, grain 10 10
Wheat 21 12
Qats 16 15
Dry beans 6 3
Vegetables 5 2
Soil bank 0 5
Other 2 2

Total 100 100

Parcentage of farms
CLOpSs Practically all of the dairy
farms harvested hay in both 1953 and
1963, but the proportion of the farms
that put up grass gilage declined
from 18 percent to 12 percent, The
new practice of making haylage was
reported by only one percent of the

raising selected

somewhat smaller percentage
corn for grain,

husked

Wheat was less commonly raised
in 1963 than 10 years earlier, but
the proportion of farms having oats
and barley rose slightly, The per~
centage of farms vraising dry beans
was nearly halved; this wag also true
of the less important cash crops =
cabbage, sweet corn and peas!

Percent of farms

Crop 1953 1963
Hay 29 99
Haylage 0 1
Grass silage 18 12
Corn, silage 85 21
Corn, grain 89 85
Wheat 93 76
Oats 90 9%
Barley 8 10
Dry beans 41 22
Cabbage 9 4
Sweet corn,c,f. 10 4
Peasg,c,f. 8 2
Here, of course, we are consid=-
ering crops raised on commercial
dairy farms, Generally speaking, the
shift in this type of farming is to-

ward more farms producing roughage
crops and fewer of them raising grain
and vegetable crops for sale, Other
farms in the region specialize in
some of these cash crops,

There was little or no relation=-
ship between size of herd and propor-
tion of farms raising feed and cash
crops, Contrary to what might be
expected, the proportion of £farms
raising cash crops was just as high
among farms with large herds as among
those with medium size or small herds.

farms for 1963,

Averase yields of major crops, The

Most dairy £farms produced corn
in both years, In 1963 compared with

1953’ -however —an- even...hj;.gher.......p.rop oy SR —
e tion...raised .corn..-FOr. silage-and-a- oo

calculation of hay yield per acre is
complicated by variation in number of
cuttings, making of grass silage and

by ......... greel-l Chﬂp‘piﬂg. e On S the bas is . Uf s s
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and greenchop harvested, the average
yield was 2,7 tons per acre = 42 parw
cent above state average. By number
of cuttings, yields ranged from 2.0
tons per acre to 3,2 tons:

Number of Tons
cuttings per acre
One 2.0
Two 2,7
Three 3.2

Corn silage yields averaged 11.4
tons per acre - 5 percent below state

average, but the corn grain yield of
66 bushels per acre was 14 percent
above, Small grain and dry bean
yields averaged well above those for
the state as a whole:
% above
Amount  or below
per state
Crop acre average
Hay 2,7¢, +42
Corn silage 1l.4t, =5
Corn grain 66 bu, +14
Cats 65 bu, +23
Wheat 40 bu, +11
Barley 51 bu, +38
Dxy beans 23 bu, +15

Compared with 10 years earlier,
1963 crop yields in the region were
about the same for hay, corn for si-
lage and dry beans and higher for
wheat, oats and corn for grain,:

iest, particularly with respect to
roughage crop acreage:

Acres per cow
All crops Roughage

Cows
per farm

6 to 19
20 to 39
40 to 59
60 to 99

100 or more

-
-
"

W e
~N R

L3
-

What is your situation with re-
spect to cropland and cows? To cal-
culate it as we did, divide the total
acres of crops you harvested in 1964
by the estimated number of wmilk cows
in your herd during the past crop
season and the current winter. As we
get along with the study, we expect
to determine an optimum figure for
the region.

Roughage pexr farm and per cow. The
major sources of roughage were hay,
158 tons per farm, and corn silage,
229 tons of actual weight or 76 tons
of hay equivalent per farm {3 tons of
silage or 5 tons of greenchopped feed
equal 1 ton of hay)}. Most of the hay~
land was harvested as hay, The bal-
ance was harvested as haylage, grass
silage and greenchop. On a hay equiv-
alent %basis, these accounted for 22
tons per farm, Other silages were
not important, but greenchop material
other than from hayland (mostly corn)
was of some importance:’

Tong per farm

Cropland and cows. The averages for Crop Actual Hay equiv,
the region were 163 acres of crops ' '
and 37 cows per farm, Thus the rate Hay 158 158
of stocking was 4,4 crop acres per Haylage 12 6
milk cow and accompanying stock, of Grass silage 15 5
vhich 2.4 acres were roughage crops, Greenchop ,hayld, 53 11
The rate varied from farm to farm and Corn silage 229 76
was related to herd size. Silages, other 2 1
Greenchop ,other 19 &
Farms with small herds operated Total X X 261

more cropland in relation to the num-

............................ largest -herds . were stocked the -heay--.

w1l - harvested —roughage ~-crops



alent per farm, or 7,0 tons per milk
cow. This figure includes the rough-
age for the accompanying stock as
well as the milk cows. Not all of it
was consumed by the animals, however,
because of storage losses and waste,
Also, hay was sold or carried over in
gome cases,

The 7,0 tons of roughage harvests
ed per cow in 1963 compare with 6.4
tons 1.0 years earlier, The sales of
hay were slightly smaller in the re-
cent year,

Variation in roughase per cow, Be-
caugse of differences in rates of
stocking the cropland, in crop yields
and in cropping systems, the amount
of roughage put up per cow varied
from farm to farm,

were liberal on some
About one~fourth of the farms

Supplies
farms,

had 8,0 tons or more per cow. One
farm in 10 in this group sold some
hay., Roughage was gcarcer on other

farms ~ less than 5.0 tons on 18 per~
cent of all faxms, Roughage supplies
on the remaining farms were in be=
tween these extremes:

Tons hay Percent
equivalent of

per cow farms
Less than 5.0 18

5.0 to 5-9 24

6.0 to 6.9 15

7.0 to 7.9 16

8.0 or more 27

Size of herd and roughape per cow., Of
particular interest is the amount
of roughage per cow on farms with
different sizes of herd, Except for
the - farms with 100 or more cows, the

6

Cows Tons hay

per farm equiv,per cow
6 to 19 6.1
20 to 39 6.7
40 to 59 7.2
60 to 99 8.0
100 or more 7.1

One reason for this relationship
is that the operators of the larger
herds depended on more feeding out of
storage and green chopping and less
on pasture than in the case of small
herds, The farms with 100 or more
cows had somewhat less roughage per
cow than those in the intermediate
size groups because they had a small-
er amount of cropland per cow. Their
hay and corn silage yields per acre
were as high or higher,

Dates of hay harvest. Quality is im=-
portant, of course, along with quan-
tity of roughage., Date of harvest of
the first cutting of hay - one evi~
dence of feeding value =~ was enumer-
ated for each farm, Dairymen in this
region get an early astart in haying =
80 percent of them were started by
mid-June., In fact, 45 percent were
half done by that date, The larger
the herd, the higher the percentage
of operators started by mid-June,

To complete first cutting hay by
the end of June is a commen geal,This
was accomplished on more than one-
half of the farms:

Date of first Percent
cutting hay of farms
Started by June 15 80
Half done by June 15 45
Completed by June 30 37

larger the herd, on the average, the
larger the amount of hay equivalent
harvested per cow:

.....the percentage who had completed the .
.job by the end of June was no higher, .. ... .

Although a higher proportion of
operators with large herds started
early than those with small herds,
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Roughage production for 19657 You
can calculate your prospective supe
plies, using planned acreages for the
coming season and your usual yields,
See the form on the bottom of this
sheet, Will the hay equivalent for
your farm be above the regional ave
erage -~ 7,0 tons per milk cow? This

groups of farms provide bench marks
by which to judge your own situation,
The relationship between roughage and
milk production will be discussed in
a future letter,

Yours truly,

LE Lo

is an objective test of your crop
program, Results of this study of
L, C. Cunningham
Extension Economist
CALCULATION OF TOMNAGE
OF HAY EQUIVALENWT TO BE PRCDUCED
on your farm, 1965
Usual yield Tons to harvest
Crop Acres per acre Actual Hay equivalent
Hay, lst cutting )
2nd cutting ) 71 T
3rd cutting )
(Grass silage -3
Corn silage -3
Greenchop -5
Other roughage
Total amount X XX

Number of cows

Amount per cow

|




Letter Number 3

Bepariiment of Agriculivral Brenomics

Caornetl University, Bhaca, Maw York

March 10, 1965

DAIRY FARMING IN THE CENTRAL PLAIN REGION

Milk Production

To Farmers Visited on
Farm Management Survey:
How are the commercial dairy farms
organized in the Central Plain region?
How large? What level of milk produc=
tion per cow? How much milk sold?
Equally important, what changes have
occurred in 10 years? Our survey last
summer and comparisons with a similar
study made 10 years earlier provide ane

swers to these and other questions.

Number of cows. The dairy herds aver~
aged 37 milk cows per farm All of the
milk cows under one management are
counted as one herd, even though cows
are milked in more than one barn, Part-
time farms are not included in the
study,

Although the average was 37 cows,
there was a wide range from farm to farm
in size of herd:

Percent of farms

Small herds (6 to 19 cows) account-
ed for 17 percent of the total, A range
of 20 to 39 cows per farm included about
50 percent of all farms, and 40 to 59
cows 22 percent, In the upper range of
the scale, 7 percent of the herds had
60 to 99 cows and 3 percent had 100 or
more cows., The largest herd had 228
COWS.

From 1953~54 to 1963-64 in  this
region, the average number of milk cows
per farm increased from 22 to 37, or 15

cows, In the state as a whole the in=-
crease was 9 cows, The combining of
farms into larger wunits and the drop-

ping out of dairying of small berds have
been more rapid in this region than in
the whole state,

The change in the proportion of
small herds was surprisingly large. In
the early period, nearly half of the
herds were in the range of 6 to 19 cows,
But a decade later this figure had drop=-
ped to 17 percent, Herds of 20 to 39
cows showed a moderate relative in-
crease and those of 40 o 5% cows rose

51
%
sharply. ~Here 1is the percentage dis=-
tribution in each year for all size
§§§§;; 22 groups:
17 2;;’ Cows Percent of farms
% / per farm 1953-54 196364
7 7
// // A 7777 6 to 19 48 17
VILARVILAARASA S RIL S 20 to 39 44 51
W y/ /// 7/ 3 40 to 59 6 22
/// A /,/z , A V7773 60 to 99 1 7
6-=19  20-39 40~59 60-99 100+ 100 or more ke 3
Humber of cows per Larm

The Mew York State Colleges of Agidoulivre and Home Economics at Comell University,
County Extensien Service Associations, and the United 3ales Department of Agricliire, Cooperaiing
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Hexd replacements., Heifers were raised
on practically all of the farms and in
sufficient numbers to provide the re=
quired herd replacements, There were 26
heifers of all ages per farm, or 6.6
head per 10 cows at the end of the year.
This is a smaller number of heifers in
relation to the number of cows than a
decade earlier, but still above the
state average,

The ratio of heifers to cows was
similar din all size~ofwherd groups, ex-
capt the smallest~herd group vwhere

heifer-raising was less important.

Herd turmover, Herd replacements con-
sisted of 8,8 heifers freshened and 2.6
cows Dbought for a total of 11.4 addi-
tions per farm., Thus about 75 percent
of all replacements were home-raised,
The proportion of replacements home~
raised was highest (84 percent) in the
group with 40 to 59 cows, It was lower
(68 percent) in the herds of 100 or more
cows, probably because of rapid expan~
sion of some of the herds,

The number of cows disposed of dur-
ing the year averaged 9.8 head per farm,
This is equal to 27 percent of the num-
ber of cows on hand at the beginning of
the year, Ten years earlier, the "cull-
ing'' rate was 23 percent,

The average vrate of disposing of
cows was similay in herds of different
size except those of 100 or more cows,.
In this group 33 percent of the cows
were disposed of during the year:

- g

use o0f loose housing for milk cows.
Loose housing entirely or in combination
with stall barns was used for 13 percent
of the 40 to 59 cow farms, 36 percent of
the 60 to 99 cow farms and 52 percent of
the 100 or more cow Farms, Only 5 farms
in the entire sample had stall barns
with milking parlors.

The adoption of loose housing has
been much more rapid in this region than
in others of the state, Among the major
reasons axe: 1) more grain raised and
hence more bedding, 2) less commituwent
in substantial ,conventional stall barns,
and 3) some farmers are new to dairying
and so are perhaps freer to choosge the
newer system,

Milk production. The total amount of
milk sold averaged 390,000 pounds per
farm, 10,240 pounds per cow. Milk deliv-
eries for each farm were converted from
actual to 3.7 percent butterfat test,

The state average during the period of
this study was equivalent to 8,570
pounds sold per cow. Thus the region

fipure is nearly 20 percent higher than
that benchmark,

The amount of milk sold per cow
varied widely among farms, Sales of
less than 6,000 pounds per cow occurred
on 6 percent of the farms and sales
ranging from 6,000 pounds up to 8,000
pounds per cow were found on another 11
percent of the farms, Intermingled with

these farms were others with good
records, Nearly ome«third had milk
sales within the range of 10,000 pounds

up to 12,000 pounds, another 22 percent

Cows Percent of cows were in the range of 12,000 wup to
per farm disposed of 14,000 pounds and 3 percent of the farms
had sales of 14,000 pounds or higher:
6 to 19 27
20 to 39 26 Pounds of milk Percent
40 to 59 26 sold per cow of _farms
60 to 99 29
100 or more 33 Less than 6,000 6
6,000 to 7,999 11
—ghe-milking hexds were housed in convene - ..1._0.5.000.... o .1.1..., (17T < T —— b
tional stall barns, but the method of 12,000 to 13,999 22
housing varied with size of herd., The 14,000 or more —
Larger the herd, the more widespread the Total 100



The average amount of milk sold per
cow was similar among the various size=
of~herd groups, but it was lowest in the
6 to 19 cow group and highest in the 60
to 99 cow group:

Cows Pounds of milk
per farm sold per cow
6 to 19 92,160
20 to 39 10,230
40 to 59 10,760
60 to 99 11,140
100 or more 10,580
Where does your farm rank in rela-
tion to these averages? To obtain the
comparable figure, total the poundage

Lo

10
- 13

from the milk slips for a year and di~
vide by the 12 month's average number of
milk cows in your hexrd:
12«month period Your farm

Total pounds of milk sold

Number of cous

Pounds of milk per cow

Factors related to milk production
per cow, including amount of roughage
harvested and feed bought, will be dis-
cussed in a future letter,

Yours truly,

L. C, Cunninghan
Extension Economist




Depuriment of Sgvculiur] Branomics

Letter Number 4

Cometl University, Bhacs, Mew York

March 18, 1965 i1

DAIRY FARMING IN THE CENTRAL PLAIN REGION

Farm Labor Force

To Farmers Visited on
Farm Management Survey:

Faym Number 175 in the Central
Plain 1is operated by 2 full-time part-
ners, one hired man for 6 months and a
few days of other labor, The labor
force, amounting to a man equivalent of
2,6, runs 336 acres of crops and a herd
of 45 milk cows and 52 heifers of all
ages. The dairy is being expanded. Ten
years earlier on this farm, the man
equivalent was 2,2 and the milking herd
had 20 cows. Let us examine the labor
force--operater,family and hired labotr=-
on all the dairy farms surveyed in the
region,

Operator labor., The study is based on
full-time farm operators. If some work
was done by operators off the farm, the
income was included in receipts. But if
outside income exceeded 25 percent of
gross receipts, the farm was classified
ag part-time and mnot included in the
study,

Partnerships were used on 17 per~
cent of the farmse-~a small increase From
10 years earlier, Only the businesses
with fulletime partners were counted as

Cows Percent of Average
per farms with age of
farm partnerships operators
6 to 19 7 57

20 to 39 14 48

40 to 59 23 44

60 to 99 38 43

100 or more 38 43

Family labor. Farm work by members of
the family not paid cash wages was ex-
pressed in terms of months equivalent of
man time, Such family labor amounted to
2.5 months per farm, on the average, and
was found on 45 percent of all farms,
No change was shown in the amount of
family labor per farm from 10 years
earlier., The wvalue of this labor was
included in farm expenses at a wage al-
lowance of $175 pexr month.

Family labor ranged from 1.5 months
per farm on small £arms to about 3.5
months on farms with 100 or more cows.
Nearly half of the farms in each size-
of~herd group had some family labor:

partnerships. In most caseg, the parte Cows Months of Percent of
ners were sons, brothers or other rela- per family labor farms with
tives of the operators. As would be ex-~ farm per farm family labor
pected, partnerships were much more com-
mon on the farms with large herds. In 6 to 19 1.6 43
fact, among farms with 60 or more cows, 20 to 39 2,5 45
nearly 40 percent were operated as parte 40 to 59 3.0 47
nerships, 60 to 99 Z,7 47

100 or more 3.4 a8

Operators of large farms averaged
5 years younger than those of the typ=

Hired labor. Labor hired by the week or

“icalwsize group (20 to 39 cows), but op=

month without board was more common than

erators of small farms were much the
cldest of all:

hired help boarded, Hired labor with
board averaged 2,3 months per farm and

The Mow York State Colleges of Agriculivee and Home Bronomics af Comell University,
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was reported on about a fourth of the
farms. Hired labor without board amount-
ed to 3.9 months per farm and was found
on about half of the farms. About one
month equivalent of day and hour help
per farm was employed, Thus, the hired
labor amounted to 7.4 months per farm,
compared to 6,5 wmonths per farm in
195354,

The laxger the herd, of course, the
larger the hired labor force, The group
of typical=size farms (20 to 39 cows)
had about 5 months of hired labor per
farm, whereas the fayms with 100 or more
cows employed 37 months., Most all of
the hired help on these large farms was
not boarded:

Monthsa per farm

Cows By week or month Total
per with without all
farm board board hired
6 to 19 0.7 0 1.2
20 to 39 2.1 1.7 4,8
40 to 59 3.5 3.6 10.5
60 to 99 2.9 12,4 18,5
100 or more 3,1 31.4 37.1
The proportion of farms having
regular hired labor was, of course,

higher with large herds than with small
herds. Having a hired hand in the farm
home is even less acceptable than forme
erly. The tendency was for the small-
herd operators to board the hired men
and for the large herd operators not to
do so., Hired 1labor of one type or the
other was found on 45 percent of the 20
to 39 cow farms, but on all of the farms
with 100 or more cows:

Percent of farms

N

Wage rates. Help hired by the week or
month and boarded was paid cash wages
and bonuses, on the average, of 3135 per
month, An additional amount of $50 per
month was included in farm expenses as
the estimated cash cost of board. Cash
wages and bonuses of hired help not
boarded averaged $198 per month. The
value of farmeproduced privileges, such
as house and milk, was not charged
as expenses nor credited to income in
this study. Cash privileges such as
electricity and fuel were charged in
farm expenses, but not in all cases
enumerated separately, Average wage
rates reported in the 1953~54 study were
$123 and $184, respectively.

Vage rates roge as size of farm
operations increased, Average cash wages
and bonuses per month of help boarded
ranged from about $130 on farms with
typical=size herds to more than $200 on
60 to 99 cow farmg, The range in wages
of help not boarded was from about $200
to $300:

Cows Cagh wages per month
per with without
farm board board

6 to 19 $ 45 none hired
20 to 39 131 211
40 to 59 183 272

60 to 99 207 301
100 or more 179 239

Man equivalent, All farm labor amounted
to 24.2 months per farm, or 2 man equive
alent of 2,0 per farm, WNo significant
change occurred in the size of 1labor
force in the 10-year period:

Months per farm

Cows with regular hired labox Workers 1953=54 196364
per with without either
farm board -board or both Operator 12.0 12.0
Partner 2.1 2.3
6 to 19 7 0 7 Family 2.5 2.5
20 to 39 28 21 45 Hirved 6.5 7.4
40 t0 59 37 45 72 ... Total...... .23.1...24.2
60 to 99 31 75 85 e ) e
100 or more 41 90 100 Man equivalent 1.9 2,0




















































































